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conspicuous feature. Its elfect is not unlike that seen in young autumnal 
males ol' liicli have the l)laek of the th roat anti jugu- 

lum more or less similarly overlaid with vellow. 

In briefer terms, tliis interesting bird may l)e said to be about inter- 
mediate in color and markings between typical with its short, nar- 

row eye-stripe and uniformly yellow underparts, and the so-called II. lazv- 
ycncci, which has a broad, black patch extending from the bill through 
and behind the eye, and the chin, throat, and forepart of the breast 
solidly black. It forms an important link in the chain of e^ddence sup- 
porting my theory* that II. phtus and II. chrysopfera frequently inter- 
breed, and that their olfspring perpetuate a variously-characterized hybrid 
stock by breeding back into one or the other parent strains, d'hat this 
is the only i')ossible way of accounting tor the now almost complete 
series of intermediate specimens c<mnecting the obviously distinct species 
II. pifiKs and II. ch rv$opf< ra is to my mind certain, despite the able argu- 
ment to the contrary latel\ publisliedf by Mr. Ridgway. 

Mr. ddnirber tells me that the s]:>ecimen just described, was shot about 
May 15, 18S4, two miles from Morristown, and exactl\ four and one-half 
miles from the place where the t^■l'>e of hi-v rcucci was obtained. The 
sex was Tiot determined, but it is undoubtedl\' a male. The collector, 
Mr. f'rank Dlanchet. has also taken another hybrid of the ‘//. Iv/nohro/i- 
tvpe in the same locality [as above recorded by Mr. 'rhurberj.— 
WiLbiAM Brewster, Ca/nbriefyr. M«iss. 

Kirtland’s Warbler on St. Helena Island, South Carolina. — Mr. \V. 
W. Worthington, of Shelter Island, Xew ’S\)rk. has shown me a skin of 
this Warlder which he has secured for his private collection. The sjieci- 
men is a male in full ]:>lumage and was shot by a native lad on tlie jyth 
of April- 1 had siis]')ected the existence of the sjiecies here before, but 
was unable to .secure any specimen. On May 3. while returning to cam]> 
without my gun, 1 observed three specimens near the middle of the 
Island. They were quite familiar, allowing me to approach cautiously 
within less than a rmh and seemed to be at home — not tired, and yet 
anxious to be olf. as passiiyg migrants usually are. The notes are (»f two 
tlistinct characters, d'he tirst, a song, w'as uttered with the head held 
forward and the body (juite erect. It bore a striking resemblance to the 
song of the Yellow-throated ^\^lrbler, I'he second w'us a loud chi]'»ping. 
uttc'i-ed while mo\ ing about among the bushes, and was kept up for a 
space of one or two minutes at a time. Resting a lew secomls the birtl 
w'ouKl begin again, creej^ing about the branches and ‘swapping ends' 
with a (|uick, jerking movement all the time. Arriving near the top of the 
bush or the end of the branch he would settle himself and sing two or 
three times before tiuttering to the next bush. All these sj^ecimens were 
in low bushes and seemeil to prefer them to trees, f'or though there were 
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plentyof them about, and sonic very tall ones, I saw none of them ascend 
to a greater lieight than ten feet. Neither did I see any of them alight on 
the ground. The time was shortly after sunrise. A subsequent visit to 
the same locality at mid-day was iinsuceessful. — Walter IIoxie, Fro^- 
}})ore P. O.y St. Helena Id.. S. C. 

Connecticut Warbler — A Correction. — In the ‘Bulletin of the Nuttall 
Ornithological Club* for July, 1882 (Vol. VII, p. 190), I recorded the cap- 
ture of a Connecticut Warbler at Ebeme Lake, Maine, in August, 1879, 
which made the second record for the .species in the Slate. 

To make certain of its identity I sent the skin to Dr. T. M. Brewer, 
who wrote me (Oct. 26, 1879) could make out the speci- 

men was the Connecticut Warbler, but that he would get some one more 
an fait in plumage than he was to confirm or reverse his opinion. 

Following this he returned the skin and wrote (Oct. 30) : “1 have 
shown the inclosed to Mr. Allen and have his confirmation of my own 
impressions. The a^^/l/s is rather an interesting specimen.” 

Lateh’ the question of its correct identity was again raised, and to make 
assurance doubly sure I sent the skin to Mr. William Brewster for ex- 
amination. giving its history. Mr. Brew^ster wrote me (March 28, 1886) : 
‘ The case is of such importance, 1 have compared it cai-efully with large 
series of both Oporornis a^ilis and G. Philadelphia. There can not be 
the slightest doubt as to its identity. It is a perfectly typical Geothlypis 
in autumnal plumage.” From Mr. Brewster’s careful exam- 
ination he is undoubtedly correct, and I would correct the record already 
made. — Maury Merrill, Fangor. Me. 

‘Aptoso-Chromatism.’ — In tlie ‘Ornithologist and Odlogist’ for April, 
1S86 (Vol. XI, p. 49), Mr. Waiter IIoxie has an article under the title 
• Aptoso-ChromatisTn' — a term intended to designate the “ ‘ moultless 
color change’ in the feathers of birds." Mr. IIoxie suggests that aptoso- 
chromatism is induced by the activity of the sexual organs, and claims 
its occurrence in both sexes, and cites in proof the changes in color noted 
in the Cardinal at the beginning of the breeding season. Me finds that 
“the Black-bellied Plover, Red-breasted Snipe, Sanderling and Turnstone 
sihow a tolerably even ratio between perfect plumage and the development 
of the sexual organs, independent of the stage of moult.” 'I'he argument 
is not very clearly staled, and the illustrations given relate in part to birds 
which undergo a change of color through a spring moult as well as inde- 
pendently of it. It is well known that many birds, particularly hiales, un- 
dergo a color change, more or les.s extensive arid well-marked, as the 
mating season approachc.s, either in consequence of a j^artial moult, or 
w’ithout an actual renewal of the plumage. This coincidence of the 
change of color with the period of activity of the sexual organs seems to 
be looked upon by Mr. IIoxie as a relation of cause and effect, the former 
being due to the latter. While this may be true, certain facts may be 
recalled which tend to .show that both are simply an expression or in- 



